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DICHOTOMOUS BEGINNINGS:

IT'S A BOYI IT'S A GIRI!

In the fqmous words oI Simone de Becruvoir'l "Women crre

not born, they ore made'" The s<rme is true of men' The

mcrking oI o mqn or cr womcn is o never-ending process

thot bJgir" belore birth-Irom the moment someone be-

gins to ivonder if the pending chitd will be <r boy or cl girl'

And the rituql qnnouncement ot birth thcrt it is in lqct one

or the other instontly translorms qn "it" into cr "he" or a

"she" (Butler I993), stclndcrdly ossigning it to o liletime as

cr mcle or cts <r Iemole'2 This ottribution is Iurther mode

public crnd losting through the linguistic event of noming'

To ,ro*" o boby Mory is to do something thot mokes it

eqsy lor c wide rsnge of English speqkers to maintoin the

inittt "girl" attribution' In English-speoking societies'

not crll nqmes ore sex-exclusive (e'g', Chris' Kim' Pot)' crnd

sometimes nqmes change their gender clcrssiliccrtion' For

exomple, Evelynwas ovcriloble os cr mqle ndme in Britain

torrg ott., it h;d become cn exclusively lemcrle nome in

Amlrico, <rnd Vllhitney, once exclusively o surnqme or o

mole Iirst ncrme in Americcr' is now bestowed on bcby

girls. In some times cnd plqces' the stote or religious in-

stitutions disollow sex-qmbiguous given ncmes' Finlond'

Ior exomple, hcls lists ol legitimote lemale crnd legitimote

philosopher, novelist,
The Second Sex, ex-

this lnformotion before
woniinq to know con
the sex of the child is

its hecrlth. lEckert &

r ri( irr g

341
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gender ottribution even when children (Ire clothed. Thot we cCIn spedk o{ a

child growing up os d giil or os o boy suggests thcrt initicl sex attribution is

{ar more thon just c simple observqtion oI o physicol chqrocteristic. Being o

girl or being o boy is not cr stoble st<rte but on ongoing occomplishment,

something thcrt is octively done both by the individucl so cotegorized ond by

those who interoct with it in the vorious communities to which it belongs'

The newborn initiatly depends on others to do its gender, qnd they come

through in mony different ways, not just os individucris but os port oI sociolly

structured communities thot link individuols to sociql institutions ond

cultural ideologies. It is perhcrps ot this eorly life stoge thot it is cleqrest

that gender is cr collcborotive sffoir-thot one must leqrn to perform cs o

mole or q fem<rle, ond thot these per{ormqnces require support from one,s

surroundings.
Indeed, we do not know how to interoct with onother humon being (or of-

ten members of other species), or how to judge them <rnd talk obout them, un-

less we cqn qttribute cr gender to them' Gender is so deeply engroined in our

sociol proctice, in our understonding of ourselves crnd o{ others, that we <rl-

most connot put one Ioot in front of the other without toking gender into con-

sidercrtion. Although most of us rorely notice this overtly in everyd<ry li{e,

most oI our interqctions ore colored by our per{ormcnce oI our own gender,

and by our ottribution of gender to others'

From in{qncy, mole crnd lemoie children ore interpreted differently, ond

interqcted with differently. Experimentcrl evidence suggests thot odults'per-

ceptions oI bobies are q{fected by their beliefs obout the bobies' sex' condry

and condry (1976) found thot odults wotching o lilm of o crying infont were

more likely to hecrr the cry os angry iI they believed the inlcrnt w(Is cI boy, ond

os plointive or fecrrful iI they believed the in{ont wqs q girl. In cr similor

experiment, odults iudged q 24-hour-old boby os bigger if they believed it

to te o boy, ond finer-feqtured if they beiieved it to be o girl (Rubin, Proven-

zano qnd Lurio I974). Such judgments then enter into the woy people interact

with infcrnts ond smcrll children. People hondle infonts more gently when

theybelievethemtobefemo]e,moreploylullywhentheybelievethemto
be mcrle.

And they tolk to them di{Ierently. Parents use more diminutives (kitty,

doggie) when specking to girls thon to boys (Gleoson ef al. 1994), ihey usc

more inner stqte words (hoppy, sod) when spe<rking to girls (EIy et oi' 1995)'

They use more direct prohibitives (dont do thatl) ond more emphcrtic prohib-

itives (nol no/ nol) to boys thcn to girls (Bellinger ond Gleoson 1982). Perhops,

one might suggest, the boys need more prohibitions becouse they tend tc>

misbehave more thqn the girls. But Bellinger ond Gleoson found this pottern

mqle nqmes thot must be consurted belore the boby's ncme becomes ofricior.
Thus the dichotomy of mqre and femore is the ground upon which we buird
selves from the moment oI birth. These eorry linguistic octs set up o boby forlife, launching c Eroduol process of leorning to be cr boy or o girr, o mqn or crwomon, ond to see oll others os boys or girrs, men or *o*.rr-o= weII. There
ore currently no other legitimcrte woys to think obout ourselves qnd others_ond we will be expected to pqttern or kinds of things crbout ourserves qs cfunction o{ thot initior dichotomy. In the beginning, odurts wiil do the chird sgender work, treoting it os o boy or cs o girl, ond interpreting its every move
crs thot of o boy or of o girl. Then over the yeors, the child wili leorn to tokeover its port of the process, doing its own gender work ond reorning to sup-port the gender work of others. The Iirst thing people wont to know obout oboby is its sex, ond convention provides o myriod oI props to reduce the ne-cessity of osking-ond it becomes more crnd more imfortont, qs the child de_velops, not to hqve to osk. At birth, mcny hospitor nurse.ies provide pink
cops for girls ond blue cops for boys, or in other woys provide some visualsign o{ the sex thot hos been ottributed to the boby. while this rnoy seemquite noturol to members of the society, in roct this coror coding points out noditrference thot hos ony beoring on the mediccrl treotment oI the infonts. Gointo o store in the united stcrtes to buy o present Ior q newborn boby, ond youwill immediotely be osked ,,boy or girl?,, If the reply is ,,I don,t know,, or,worse, "I don't core," soles personner ore often p"rpi"*ea. overalls for o girlmoy be oK (though they ore "best" if pink or nowered or in some other woymorked os "feminine"), but gender liberolism goes only so for. you qre un_likely to buy overolls with vehicles printed on them for o girr, ond even morereluctont to buy o Irirly dress with pulfed sreeves or pink frowered overqilsfor o boy' And if you're buying crothing Ior o bcby whose sex you do notknow, soles people ore rikely to counser you to stick with something that,sploin yellow or green or white. corors qre so integrol to our way of thinkingubout gender thot gender attributions hcrve bred into our view of th. coror=,

so thqt people tend to berieve thot pink is o more "deiicote,,color thqn brue.This is a prime excrmple or the noturcrrizqtion oI whot is in fqct on orbitrorysign. In Americo in the rote nineteenth ond early twentieth centuries, AnneFqusto-sterlins (2000) reports, brue wqs Iovored for girls ond bright pink for
boys.

I{ gender flowed noturolly from sex, one might expect the world to sitbock ond simply cllow the boby to become mole or femqre. But in fcrct, sexdeterminqtion sets the stoge for c rilerong process of gendering, os the chird
becomes, ond leorns how to be, mqle or femqre. Nqmes and clolhing ore just
o smqll pcrt of the symboric resources used to support q consistent ongoing
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to be independent of the octuol nqture of the chirdren s octivity, suggesting
thot the odults and their beliels crbout sex dilference crre Ior more importont
here thcrn the children,s behcrvior.

with dilferentior treotment, boys ond girrs eventuory reorn to be diIIer-
ent. Appcrently, mole ond femole inlonts cry the *o*" o*orrrrt (Moccoby ond
Jacklin 1974), but os they mqture, boys cry ress crnd less. There is some evi-
dence thcrt this dillerence emerges primorily Irom differentiol odult response
to the crying. Qucrritctive diflerences in behcrvior come about in the sqme
woy. A study of thirteen-month-old children in doy core (Fogot et or. rgg5)
showed thqt teochers responded to girrs when they tclked, babbled, or g"es-
tured, while they responded to boys when they whined, screqmed, or de-mqnded physicor qttention. Nine to eleven months roter, the some girls
tolked more thon the boys, ond the boys whined, screomed, ond demqnded
attention more thqn the girrs. chirdren's eventuar behovior, which seems tolook ot leost stotisticcrlly different crcross the sexes, is the product oI odults,dilferentiol responses to woys of octing thot are in mo.ry (possibry most)
coses very similqr indeed. The kids do indeed ]eqrn to ,,do,, gender lorthemselves, to produce sex-differentioted behovior-qrthough even with
consideroble dilferentiql treqtment they do not end up with dichotomizing
behoviorcrl potterns.

voice, which we hove olreody mentioned, provides q dromqtic exomple
oI children's coming to perform gender. At the oges oI Iour to five yeors, in
spite of their identicol vocql opporotus, girls and boys begin to dillerentiote
the fundomentol Irequency of their speoking ..roi".. Boy" Iend to round ondextend their lips, lengthening the voccrl tract, whereos girts ore tending to
sprecrd their lips (with smiles, for exomple), shortening tile vocol trqct. Girls
ore roising their pitches, boys lowering theirs. It moy well be thcrt odults ore
more likely to speak to girrs in o high-pitched voice. It may be thot they re-wcrd boys ond girrs Ior differentiar voice productions. It moy crso be thotchildren simply observe this difference in older people, or thcrt their differen-tiol porticipqtion in gqmes (for exompre ptoy-ocling; colls Ior different voiceproductions. Eloine Andersen (1g90, pp. 24_25), for exomple, shows thot chil-dren use high pitch when using boby tolk or "teqcher register,, in role proy.
Some children speok os the other sex is expected to and thus, qs with other
cspects of doing gender, there is not o perlect dichotomizotion in voice pitch(even omong odults, some voices qre not consistently classified). Nonethe-
less, there is o striking production of mostly different fit"n"a voices lrom es-sentiolly similor vocol equipment.

There is considerabre debqte .,mong schorors about the extent to whichodults octuolly do treat boys ond girls dif{erently, ond mony note thot the

pelelope Eckert crncl Scrlly McCon lLt-.I1 Clinet: Learning to Be Gendere rr J

sirnilorities {or outweigh the differences. Reseorc}r on eorly gender develop-

ment-in fuct the resesrch in generol on gender differences-is ctlmost ex-

clusiveiy done by psychologists. As o result, the reseorch it reports on

lorgeiy involves observqtions of behqvior in limited settings-whether in c
loborcrtory or in the horne or the preschool. Since these studies Iocus on lim-

ited settings and types ol intercrction ond do not IoIIow children through o

normcrl day, they quite possibly miss the cumulotive elfects oI smcrll differ-

ences ocross mony diiferent situstions. Smoll differences here qnd there ore

probobly enough {or children to leqrn whut it meons in their community to be

mnle or {emqle.
The signiliconce oI the smoli dif{erence ccrn be apprecioted lrom onother

perspective. The psychologicol literoture tends to treot children os objects

rather thcrn subjects" Those studying children have tended to trecrt others-
porents, other crdults, peers-CIs the primory socicrlizing ogents. only rela-

tiveiy recentiy hove investigotors begun to explore chil.dren's own octive

strotegies for Iiguring out the sociai world. Eleonor Moccoby (2002) emphcl-

sizes thot children hqve o very cieor knowledge of their gender (thot is, ol

whether they crre ciossified os mcrle or fernule) by the time they ore three

yeors old. Given this knowledge, it is not ot oII clecrr how much dilferential

treotment chiidren need to leorn how io do iheir designoted gender. Whot

they moinly need is the messoge thot rnole ond Iemcrle (Ire supposed to be

different, ond thnt messqge is everywhere oround them'

It hos become increcrsingly cleor thot children ploy o very cctive role to

in their own development. From the moment they see themselves os socisl

beings, they begin to focus on the enterprise of "growing up"' And to some

extent, they protrcrbly experience mony oI ihe gendered developmentol dy-

ricrnics we discuss here not so much cs gender-oppropriote, but qs glown-

up. The greotest toboo is being "o bcrby," but the deveiopmentcl imperative

is Eendered. Being grown-up, ie<lving bobyhood, mecns very di{ferent things

for boys thon it does for girls. And the loct that growing up involves gender

differenticrtion is encocled in ihe words of ossessment with which progress is

monitored-kids do not behcrve ns good or bad people, but us grood boys or

good girJs, crnd they develop into big boys ond big girJs.3 In other words, they

do not hove the option oI growing into just people, but into boys or girls. This

cloes not meqn that they see whot they're doing in strictly gendered terms. It

is proboble thot when boys cnd girls clter the lundcrmentol frequency o{

3. Thorne (19g3) ond others hove observed lcrLchcrs ulging chiidren to crct like "big boys

ond grrls." very rorely is o child iold "don't CIct like. rr lroby You'Ie cl blg kid now." lEckert &

McConnell Grnet's irotel
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their voices they cre not trying to sound like girls or like boys, but thot they
ore ospiring Ior some quolity thcrt is itself gendered-cuteness, outhority.
And the child s ospiration is not simply o mqtter of reosoning, but q motter oI
desire-o projection of the sell into desired forms oI porticipotion in the so-
cial world. Desire is o tremendous force in projecting orr"."iI into the future
-in the continuol remcrking oI the sell thcrt constitutes growing up.

until obout the oge of two, boys ond girls exhibit the some ploy behov-
iors. Alter thot oge, ploy in boys'ond girls'groups begins to diverge os they
come to select dif{erent toys ond engroge in dilferent cctivities, ond children
begin to monitor ploy, imposing sonctions on gender-inoppropriate proy.
Much is made oI the foct thcrt boys become more cgonistic thqn girls, und
mony ottribute this to hormonol ond even evolutionory dilferences (see Moc-
coby 2000 lor q briel review oI these vorious perspectives). But whotever the
workings oI biology moy be, it is cleor thot this divergence is supported cnd
exoggeroted by the sociql system. As children get older, their plcry hobits are
monitored ond differentioted, Iirst by qdults, qnd eventuqlly by peers. pcr_
ents of smoil children hove been shown to rewqrd their chilclren's choice oI
gender-appropriote toys (trucks for boys, doils for girrs) (Longlois qnd Downs
1980). And while porents' support of their children's gendereJ behovior is not
clwoys qnd certsinly not simply c conscious eflort ot gender sociolizqtion,
their behovior is probobly more powerlul thon they think. Even porents who
strive {or gender equolity, qnd who believe thot they do not constrain their
childrens behovior along gender lines, hove been observed in experimentol
situcrtions to do just thot.

***

GENDENIZING DISCOURSE: CATEGORY IMPERIATISM

Mony discursive proctices presuppose the pervosive relevonce oI gender
cotegorizotions. we soy thcrt discourse is genderized when messoges obout
gender cotegorizotions crre superimposed on the bqsic content oI the dis-
course. Genderizing discursive proctices ccn involve porticulor linguistic re-
sources-gendered pronouns, grrommcticol gender ogreement, genderizing
ollixes ond other gender-morked lexical items.

Genderizing discourse does not orwoys, however, depend on ringuistic
conventions but mcry involve such mctters os journolistic norms to mention
the nonde{oult sex in some field. Stories obout o womqn murderer or child
molester or politicicn will, Ior excmple, use the word womon fqr more thon

Penelope Eckeri crnd Sol1y McConnell Ginet: Lectrning to Be Genderr', /

porollei stories use the word mon. There crre mqny coses where Llsers ccrn

choose gendered or nongendered terms. The teocher con scty "good morning,
kids" or "good morning, students" or the discourse con be genderized: "good

morning, girls crnd boys." Some yeors ogo, philosopher Elizobeth Beordsley
(1981) argued thot relerential genderizotion-coses where sex distinctions
seem to be forced, whether or not they ore relevont-problemqticolly en-

courqges gender inequities by mcking gender cotbgorizotions cppeor to be

relevqnt where morolly they ought not to be.

Pnorours

Mony communities of proctice toke estoblishing ond conveying o (consis-

tent) gender critribution Ior everyone to be oI Iundomentol importonce. In
English-using communities, Ior exompie, gendered pronouns moke it dilfi-
cult indeed to tolk obout onyone other thon oneseli without presupposing o
gender ottribution. The lote Sorqh Ccrudwell (o pen nome) wrote severol nov-

els leoturing o protcgonist whose gender she never discloses. How did she

pull this oIl? WelI, the chorocter's Iirst nome is Hilcrry, used lor both sexes,

ond Hilory relotes the stories in the iirst person, using I, which is completely
gender-neutrol, Ior self-relerence. Others reler to Hilory using thot ncrme

or some generic description like "my friend," or oddress Hilory using the

second-pers on you, which is crlso gender-neutrcl'a
Some longuoges do mork gender in the Iirst- or second-person pronouns. ls

]oponese, Ior exomple, hos o loirly lorge crrroy oI Iirst-person pronouns, o num-
ber of which cxre gender-mcrrked, crs crre cr number o{ the second-person pro-

nouns ({or speqker ond crddressee). Interestingly, o considerqble number of

Iemole ]oponese high-school students hove now odopted the proctice oI refer-
ring to themselves os boku, which is the first-person form boys ore expected to

use in self-relerence and which is olso used in relerence to very young boys
being oddressed. Nooko ogowc ond Jonet shibomoto Smith (1997) exqmined
sddress os well os lirst- ond third-person references used in o documentory
Iiim by two goy men in q committed relotionship, finding thot the two men la-
beled themselves qnd the other in much the some wqys cts do the cononicql
husbond crnd wile of o troditionol Jcponese heterosexuql morrioge.

Pronouns crre most often gendered in the third person. As we hove ol-
reody noted, singulor English third-person pronouns typicolly presuppose

4. See Livicr (2001) for much interestrng discussion of Lrterory uses of pronouns to convey
gender messoges, ond in mony ccrses to chcrller-rclo stondcrrd gender ccrtegories. [Eckert &

N4cConnell Ginet's notel
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English does now hove cx nongendered pronoun Ior humcn relerents,

nomely they. Prescriptive grommcrrs restrict they to plurol contexts, but it
hos Iong been used in singulcrr generic contexts of the kind we discuss below

in the section on generqlizing. But whot obout nongeneric contexts? Increcrs-

ingly, we find they used when sex is unknown or the specker wonts to cvoid
genderizing. "someone colled but they didn't lecrve their nome" or "A lriend
oI mine cloimed they hod met the Beotles." Second-pdrson pronouns in En-

glish once distinguished plurol Irom singulor, but the originolly plurcrl lorm
you is now virtuolly the only choice, even iI the oddressee is cr single indi-
viducrl. It would not be surprising, therefore, il they were <rlso to become

more widely used in singulcr contexts.
With delinite antecedents like my teacher or the photogropher, they is

still infrequent even colloquiolly. Definiteness seems to mcrke genderizing oI

subsequent references hcrrd to crvoid. "My teacher promised they would write
me q letter of recommendcrtion" still sounds os iI the teacher were going to

enlist others in the letter writing, ond "The photogropher Iorgot to bring their
tripod" suggests the tripod is not the photogropher's individuol property.

Still, there ctre some cases like this where they does link to o definite singu-
lcrr qntecedent, crnd such degenderizing mcy well be sprecding. with ploper

nomes, however, they is still virtucllly unhecrd. Discursive proctice 6tmongl

English speckers does not yet support interpreting "Chris scrid they crre hov-

ing their birthdcry pcrty tomorrow" crs chris's having soid thcrt she or he wcrs

going to hove her or his birthdcy porty tomorrow of course there crre some

nongenderizing options: "My teocher promised to write me cr letter oI recom-

mendqtion" or "The photogrcrpher forgot to bring the tripod" or "Chris

cloimed to be hoving c birthdoy porty tomorrow."
Such qlternatives simply elimincrte pronouns, but pronoun eliminqtion is zo

not olwcys so ecsy. Genderizing delinite pronominol references is still pre-

dominont in the discursive prcrctice oI most English specrkers though it mcy

begin to wqne cls more crnd more speokers use they foi singulor deictic-i.e.,
"pointing"-references. "What do they think they're doing?" seems unre-

mcrrkable when one is pointing to o single individucrl scoling a high rooltop

in the distonce or relerring to c violinist producing unplecscrnt sounds in the

odjocent room. But i{ used ol o becrrded individuol dressed in high heels crnd

weoring o long dress, esrrings <rnd lipstick, it might seem to suggest that the

relerent is somehow trying to "pqss" (crnd not succeeding), is "reolly" mole

though oppcrrently engoging in o Ieminine sell-presentation. Referring to

young bcrbies, no m<rtter whcrt their genitol oppeqronce, os they, might begin
to move us neqrer to a stoge where there qre reol live options to presuppos-

-
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ing gender ottrib,tion in English singulor third-person relerence. Alreody,
mony heolth professionols now routinely use they to reler to people in the
process of sex/gender chonge.

Mony longuoges do not mork gender in third-person pronouns. Finnish
is one such languoge. The singulor third-person pronoun h.i, 

"o, 
trqnslqte

either she or he, and in mony contexts where Engrish wourd require q pro-
noun Finnish (like many other so-colled pro-drop longuogess ollows its omis-
sion. Interestingly, however, in o number of contexts where English speckers
would use o singulcrr third-person pronoun, Finnish speokers olten choose ogendered noun-for exompre fytfd, which glosses Ls 'girr.' 'Thus though
third-person pronouns do not force genderizotion in Finnish, third-person ref-
erence is often genderized qnywoy.

In spoken Mondqrin chinese, there is no gender distinction for third-
person pronouns, olthough writing now does mcrke such o distinction. In
tronscribing speech, however, there qre often no grounds Ior using he rather
thon she (or vice verso) to tronslqte o third-person pronoun into Engrish, ond
some linguists do now use he or she or something simiror. For a rong time,
however, he wqs routinely used, even in contexts where the Engrish form im-
plied moleness ond the Chinese being tronsloted did not.

Grroun (ors)ecnrrrusNr

The first-person pronoun in French is not itself gendered, but odjectives
ogree with it occording to the qscribed sex oI its referent, the specker. The eI_
Iect, of course, is to genderize first-person discourse. A French-specking girl,
Ior exomple, leorns to sqy ,,je suis heureuse,, to express her hoppiness,
whereqs o boy leorns to soy "je suis heureux." Soying heureuse rqther thon
heureux is one woy thot one constructs oneself os o girr or o womqn, not q
boy or ., mon. The "ogreeing" Iorms impute o sex to the relerent of je, even
though thot Iirst-person pronoun does not itserf cqrry g.rqmmoticol gender.
one cqnnot avoid self-ottributions of gender using French first-person dis_
course qs sorqh coudwell's Hilory could in the English Iirst person. when
people tolk obout themselves in French (or ony of cr number of other lon-
guqges with grommoticol gender), they must Irequently superimpose the
messoge "I qm Iemole" or the messqge ,,I om mole.,

5' pro-drop lcrnguages lcrnguoges such os Frnnish or Spcrnish thot clo not requrre crn ex-plicit subject. In these longuoges, the subject ccrn be determinecl by preflxes or suffixes onthe verb Encllish o11ows subjectless constructions in very limitecl ond in{ormol contexts, osin the often-pcrrodi--d odvertisino slogcrn ,,Got 
milk?,,

peneiope Eckert crnd Sol1y llcConrreLl Grnet: Lectrning io Be Gendered -l

At the sqme time, this gender ogreement morphology cqn be o commu-

nicqtive resource Ior chollenging permonent dichotomous gender cssign-

ments. Anno Livio (I997) shows thot o first-person ncrrotor in French con ploy

with gender (dis)ogreement possibilities to present the sell sometimes os fe-

mqle, sometimes os mclle. She offers exqmples of trnnssexucrls os well os

others resisting conventionol gender orrcngemenis by exploiting gender-

bending possibilities o{fered by French grrommoticol gender. The Hindi-

speoking hijroso of Indicr use not only gendered pronouns but olso gender

ogreement morkers to speok of themselves crnd others strotegicolly cs Ie-

mole or mole, occording to the situqtion. Grqmmqticql gender, thus, con be q

resource for chcrllenging stondord gender binarism'
Whot hoppens in cr longuoge with gender ogreement when plurals ore zs

used or q choice thot (usuolly) indicotes sex must be mode when the refer-

ent's sex is unknown? In the Indo-Europeon languoges tike French crnd

Hindi, the "rule" is to use the mosculine in such ccses. Agcrin, there is the

possibility of ploying with this "rule" to express chollenges to the dominont

gende, order. But there is a strong tendency in longuoges with grcrmmcrticcrl

gender for the mcxsculine forms to function os defcruits. In his extensive dis-

cussion of grcrmmoticol gender in lcrnguoges oround the world. Corbett (199I)

notes this tendency. At the some time, he notes some excepiions to it, lon-

guqges where femoles ore (linguisticolly) the defoult humons ond mcrles the

speciol cose. Among others, he mentions the Nilotic longuoge Mocrscri, Iro-

quoion lcrnguoges in generol, ond Seneca in porticulor, ond the Arqwokqn

Ilrguage Gooliro (spoken by people in the Guojira peninsulo in South Amer-

ico). In Goojiro, one gender is used for nouns re{erring to mole humcrns crnd o

very few other nouns (e.g., the words for "sun" ond "ihumb")' whereos most

nouns ore in the other gender. This nonmosculine gender includes nouns re-

ferring to femole humcrns crs well qs nouns referring to nonhumqn crnimals,

inanimqtes, qnd most everything else; it is used whenever sex is not known
(corbeit pp.220-22L). unfortunotely, we connot provide ony informotion on

the socicrl gender proctices in which these (relotively rore) "morked mos-

culine" gender systems hqve entered into communiccttive prcrctices. In od-

dition, Corbett notes thcrt some longuoges o{Ier qn alternqtive to either

mosculine or Ieminine ogreement in ccrses where sex is unknown: lhe Polish

neuter, Ior excmple, is sornetimes used much like the English singulcr ihey

to avoid signoling either femaleness or mcrleness. In Archi, o Northeost cqu-

li. hiircrs o ccttegory of men in Indicr who dress 
'rj:i 

women, often toke mole portners' ond

rOmetimes undergo ccrstrotion or penectomy. TLrey plcry c-rn importont role in ]ndicrn society os

1 ,o:rlormers ot celebrotions.
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cqsiqn longuoge with Iour genders, two oI which ore used for humon moresqnd humqn femoles respectively, one ol the other two genders (which nor_molly is used mostly for qbstrqcts) cqn be used for ogreement with nounslike chiJd or thiel iI the sex of (potentiol) relerents is unknown, unimportont,
or undetermined.
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l. Why, crcco::dingr to Eckert ond McConnell- 3. Whot do Eckert ctncl McConnell-Ginet nrr '
Ginlt, do people not "sit bcrck crnd simply crl, by the phrcrse "gender work" (pcrroglrcrplr

low the bcrby to become mole or femole" whot things hove you done todoy thcrt

(porc,groph 2)? Do you think the outhors crd could be clcrssilied crs gender work? Wh, rt

vocote such o mecrns of child recrrlng? Why ospects of your life crre strongly influenr:' "

or why not? by gender work? Is there ony port of yor rr

2. Eckert crnd McConnell-Ginet ore very core life thcri is untouched? Why or why not?

Iul obout gender relerences in their own 4. The outhors sugglest thot ony soles cler k

wriirng. They don't use the generic "he" io would likely be "perplexed" lf you st,rter,l

refer to both moles crnd Iemoles, ond they thot you didn't know or core obout the r1''r

moncrge to crvoid the sometlmes owkword der ol the boby you were buying o gifl I, 
'r

"he or she." Reod their essoy ccrrefully ond Test thelr hypothesis. Go to cr store witlu r

note the wcrys in which they hondle generic clossmote ond osk for informcrtion or Ir,'11 
'

references. Whot do they do? Is it effective? buying cr boby gft. If the clerk osks thi I ,1'

]s it smooth? Why or why not? der of ihe bcrby, soy thoi you d6n'l scrlr' r 
'r
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doesn't motter to you. Poy ottention to the
response; tqke notes once you've left the
store so thot you con remember o11 the de-
toils. Discuss your results with your
clossmotes.

5. Whcrt behovior or ottltude might prompt you
to coll o child o "good boy"? A "good girl"?
A "good kid"? Work in grroups of three, with
eoch member mcrking cr llst of the quolities
or criterio for one of those coteg,ories. Then,
compore your lists. How is cr "good kid" dif-
ferent from either o "good giri" or o "good
bov"?

6. Eckert ond McConnell,Ginet discuss how
English discourse is outomoticolly oendered
ony time third-person pronouns ore used.
How long could you go in conversotions
without using gendered references? Try it
for one doy. Avoid third,person singulor pro-
nouns by using singulcrr "they." Insteod of
soying "girlfriend" or "boyfriend," use on
ungiendered term iike "sweetheort"; use
"spouse" insteod of "husbond" or "wife,"
"sib" insteod of "sister" or "brother," etc. Dis-
cuss your experience wlth two or three
clossmotes. Whot terms were most success-
fu1 for you? When wqs it dilficult to ovold
gender references? Why? How did you {ee1
obout the experience? Were your converso-
tion portners confused? Why or why not?
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7. Reod Lyndo Wiiler's essoy on boby cords,
"\.4blcome to Your World, Boby," in this
chopter, ond moke o similor survey of ten or
twelve birthdoy cords Ior four- crnd five-
yeor-olds (lt is not necessory to purchose the
ccrrds; you con tcrke notes in the store. It mov
be helpful to work in pcrirs to collect your
doto). Are there ony thot ore ungendered?
How ore the girls'cords ond the boys'cords
different? Some of the cords in this cotegory
ore directed ot the kids themselves, while
some ore intended moinly for the porents.
Whot gender differences do you flnd be-
tween those two brood cotegrories? Write o
report on your results, focusing moinly on
the linguistic eiemenis of the cords-the
words themselves ond the visuol eflect oi
the lettering. You moy olso wont to tolk
obout the colors ond imcrges; drow ideos
from Willer's essoy obout whcrt elements to
look for.

8. Mony pcrrents choose to Iind out the gender
ol o boby before it is born. How might this
prcrctice offect the "gender work" thot por-
ents do in the first doys or weeks of o boby's
llfe, or even be{ore it's born? Write on essoy
ln which you explore how knowing o bobys
gender before it orrives could crffect ihe
"gender work" done on its beholf.
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